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1 relate to the issues presented during this injunction hearing.
And then he will talk specifically about poultry waste, runoff
and the risk associated with that poultry waste, the
groundwat er and recreation as pathways to human exposures.

We'll next call Dr. Barry Wnn, WI-NN, who is an

(2NN ¢ 2 IR N ¢S B\

ener gency room physician. He actually has a nunber of

7 energency roons in the area i medi ately surrounding and wthin
8 the Illinois River Watershed. Dr. Wnn will talk froma

9 practical standpoint about how procedures in the energency

10 roonms that he has under operation have been changed, the

11 prot ocol s have changed because of bacterial contam nation of
12 the Illinois R ver watershed.

13 Dr. J. Berton Fisher, geochem st and geol ogist, wll
14 tal k about the geol ogy of the watershed. And Your Honor wll
15 learn, as | have, that this is an extrenely inportant part of
16 the fornula because the geol ogy of this watershed nakes it

17 particularly sensitive to water transfers. The karst

18 formations allow these bacteria to go fromedge of field to

19 stream to rivers, down underground, into the groundwater and
20 into the wells within the region. He will also tal k about the
21 Ozark uplift and he wll talk about the defendants' operations,
22 di sposal practices, runoff and transport.

23 Dr. Bernard Engel, an environnental engineer with a
24 PhD in agricultural engineering from Purdue University, wll

25 tal k about the amount of waste that's generated within the
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1 RECROSS- EXAM NATI ON

2 BY MR. GEORGE

3 Q Dr. Engel, have you ever spoken with anyone at George's as
4 to why they m ght be noving poultry litter to the Delta?

5 A | have not.

6 Q Were you just specul ati ng about why, one possible reason

7 as to why that m ght be occurring?

8 A Well, certainly the literature would all seemto indicate
9 that, you know, you |ose the econom c value after you transport
10 this nore than a few tens of mles, including the Rausser-Di cks
11 materials that you provided.

12 Q You have no idea why they transferred it to the Delta, do
13 you?

14 A Well, nost likely it's either because --

15 Q Sir, do you know why they transferred it to the Delta?

16 A | don't know exactly why George's does that.

17 MR. GEORGE: (kay, thank you.

18 THE COURT: You may step down. The plaintiff may call
19 its next wtness.

20 MR. NANCE: Your Honor, State would call Dr. Gordon

21 Johnson.

22 GORDON VERNON JOHNSON

23 Called as a witness on behalf of the plaintiffs, being first
24 duly sworn, testified as follows:

25 THE COURT: State your full name for the record,
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1 pl ease.
THE WTNESS: Gordon Vernon Johnson.
THE COURT: M. Nance, you may inquire.
MR. NANCE: Thank you, Your Honor.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

(2NN ¢ 2 IR N ¢S B\

BY MR, NANCE

7 Q You' ve told the Court your name. Wuld you tell the Court
8 what you have done in your professional career, particularly at
9 t he Okl ahoma State University?

10 A | served as extension soil nutrient nmanagenent speciali st
11 and director of the soil, water and forage testing | aboratory.
12 Q And for what period of tinme were you at Ckl ahoma State

13 Uni versity?

14 A | was there from 1977 through 2004.

15 Q Were you, at least in 2003 and "4, the regent's professor
16 of soil science at the university?

17 A Yes.

18 Q Let nme ask you to | ook at Exhibit No. 84 and ask if that
19 is your curriculumvitae current through March of 2003?

20 A Yes.

21 Q And other than the fact of your retirenent in 2004, is

22 there any change that needs to be nmade to that?

23 A No.

24 Q Have you testified as an expert witness in court cases

25 bef or e?
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the loop on before | finish ny tine wwth you. You recall we
tal ked about M. Saunders' farmand his ani mal waste managenent
pl an, and that's Defendants' Exhibit 6. | want to go briefly
back to -- it was the fourth page of the exhibit, Bates nunber
182. And Ms. Ferguson is going to put it up on the screen.
THE COURT: | think we need to have this docunent
identified, M. MDaniel.
MR. MCDANI EL: Certainly.
THE COURT: Have the witness identify it.
Q (By M. MDaniel) R ght. Dr. Johnson, would you, again,
for the benefit of the record identify what is Defendants’
Exhi bit 67?
A It is titled Animal Waste Managenent Plan WA. Saunders
Poul try Production Qperati on.
Q And on the cover sheet from Okl ahona Departnent of
Agriculture, Food and Forestry; is that correct?
A Yes.
Q Al right, thank you. Now, back over to the fourth page
of the exhibit, sir, where we were |ooking at the table that
showed the soil test results for M. Saunders' five fields?
A Yes.
Q Are you back there?
A Yes.
MR. MCDANIEL: | asked Ms. Ferguson to blow up on the

screen the section that | wanted to tal k about now.
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1 THE COURT: M. MDaniel, before we go any further, |
2 know we referenced this before, but is there any objection to
3 the adm ssion of -- | take it this is on the list?

4 MR. MCDANIEL: It is, sir.

5 THE COURT: Ckay.

6 MR. MCDANIEL: But if it wll help the Court,

7 M. Nance and | both agreed prior to your announcenent that the
8 exhibits | identified and he's identified a couple nore,

9 there's no objection to their use.

10 THE COURT: M. Nance, for the record.
11 MR. NANCE: That's correct, Your Honor.
12 THE COURT: Very good. Go ahead.

13 MR. MCDANI EL: Thank you.

14 Q (By M. MDaniel) Dr. Johnson, not to replow ground,
15 pardon the pun, that we did yesterday. This aninmal waste
16 managenent plan approved by ODAFF gives a maxi num al | owabl e
17 litter application that can be used by M. Saunders on his
18 fields. Do you agree?

19 A "' mnot sure what you're | ooking at.

20 Q Al right. Look just below the table. The table says
21 soil test results?

22 A. Yes.

23 Q Al right. And do you see that text bel ow that?
24 A Yes.
25 Q Could you read the first two sentences al oud, please?
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1 A kay. Soil test Pindex is below 250 in all fields
tested. Litter can be applied at the full rate, parenthesis,
200 pounds P205 per acre, parenthesis closed.

Q And the next sentence, please.

A 200 pounds P205 divided by 79 pounds P205 per ton of

(2NN ¢ 2 IR N ¢S B\

l[itter equals 2.5 tons of litter per acre per year maxi mum

7 application rate.

8 Q Al right. For the lay person, is this aninml waste

9 managenent plan telling M. Saunders he can put up to two and a
10 half tons of litter per acre per year?

11 A Yes, it is.

12 Q Al right. And that would include Field No. 3 that tested
13 at 65 STP?

14 A Yes.

15 Q Al right, thank you. Now, on the question of just

16 strictly agronom c needs for phosphorus, isn't it true,

17 Dr. Johnson, that Cklahoma State University recomends that

18 when fertilizing for phosphorus purposes that a threshold of

19 120 STP be used to ensure that every place in the field has at
20 | east 65 STP available to the plant?

21 A There are sone references to that, yes.

22 Q All right. And that's because there can be just

23 variability in the real world as to the actual phosphorus

24 content of the soils across a pasture?

25 A. Yes.
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Q And by using the soil test method and shooting for 120 for
phosphorus purposes, that ensures all the areas of the field
has at |east 65 for the benefit of the growing plants; right?
A If the field variability exceeds the variability that
exi sted when the soil test calibration was conducted to reach
that 65 level, that would be true.
Q Now, Dr. Johnson, you're not here today to offer the
opinion that poultry litter qualifies as a solid waste under
the Federal Solid Waste Di sposal Act, are you?
A No.
Q Isn'"t it true, sir, that you' re not aware of any
jurisdiction that regulates poultry litter as a solid waste?
A That's true.
Q And you're not aware of any jurisdiction that requires
ani ml manures to be landfilled or incinerated?
A That's true.
Q And you're not aware of any jurisdiction that regul ates
the use of poultry litter based upon its bacterial content?
A That's correct.

MR. MCDANIEL: 1'lIl pass the wtness. Thank you, Your
Honor .

THE COURT: Redirect.

REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR. NANCE

Q Dr. Johnson, do you still have M. Saunders' plan there
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wi th you handy?

A Yes, | do.

Q On that page that M. MDaniel just referred you to where
it says that 200 pounds of P205 per acre could be applied. Do
you see that?

A Yes, | do.

Q Let ne ask you -- | don't know. | haven't asked

M. Hammons to put this up. Do you recall our Exhibit 411
yesterday which is the phosphorus soil test calibration

exhi bit?

A Yes, | do.

Q | s there any circunstance that Okl ahoma State University
woul d recomend 200 pounds per acre to be applied?

A No.

Q So on Exhibit 411, if it says the STP is zero, the
recommendation is 75; is that correct?

A That's correct, yes.

Q Al right, sir. M. MDaniel asked you a question

yest erday about whether or not you knew if any of these

def endants had applied poultry waste. Do you recall that?

A Yes.

Q In those instances when you testified yesterday that the
average for a particular integrator, the STP was a val ue that
you had cal cul ated, were you | ooking at the STP | evel s shown by

the various records for contract growers for that particul ar
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1 i ntegrator?

2 A Yes, | believe so.

3 Q kay. Now, do you still have the group of exhibits that

4 M. MDani el gave you, that's Defendants' Exhibit PI 1? Could
5 we tal k about that for a nonent, please?

6 A Yes.

7 Q Bef ore yesterday, had you spent nuch tinme | ooking at these

8 Arkansas regul ati ons?

9 A No, | had not.

10 Q Let ne, sir, invite your attention, and M. Hammons, if

11 you woul d, please, to page 7 of that exhibit, Section 2202. 1.
12 Do you see that?

13 A Yes.

14 Q Let nme ask you, if | read this correctly, there's a

15 headi ng t hat says declared nutrient surplus areas and then an
16 act. And it gives the section, "declared the follow ng areas
17 to be nutrient surplus areas: Nunber one, the Illinois River
18 WAt ershed including -- included within Benton, Washington and
19 Crawford Counties.”™ Do you see that?

20 A Yes, | do.

21 Q Does that square with your findings that Benton and

22 Washi ngton Counties are nutrient surplus areas?

23 A Yes.

24 Q Ckay. Let's flip over, if we could, sir, to page 10 of

25 that docunent. And do you see a heading that says Section
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1 based and that you were opposed to it?

A Yes.

Q Did anyone at NRCS say, well, no, Dr. Johnson, here's the
scientific basis for a 300 STPlimt or a 400 imt or whatever

it was at the tine?

(2NN ¢ 2 IR N ¢S B\

A No, there has never been any scientific evidence provided
7 to suggest that it is a science based nunber.

8 MR. NANCE: | can't inprove on that, Judge. Nothing
9 further.

10 THE COURT: Recross.

11 RECROSS- EXAM NATI ON

12 BY MR. MCDANI EL

13 Q Dr. Johnson, you would agree that the majority of the

14 states in the United States either uses a phosphorus index or

15 t hey use the NRCS Code 590; right?

16 A | believe the majority of the states have a NRCS 590 or a

17 phosphor us i ndex.

18 Q Now, the Arkansas rules that you reviewed again with

19 M. Nance, the Arkansas rules that cover the Illinois River

20 Wat er shed do actually provide sone criteria for the use of

21 commercial fertilizer; right?

22 A | think we covered that.

23 Q Well, the answer is yes, sir?

24 A Yes, yes.
Q

25 Thank you. There are no such restrictions on the use of
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commercial fertilizer on the Ckl ahoma side; correct?

A Yes, there are.

Q And what is that?

A It's 65.

Q There's no regul ations, there's no state | aw regul ating
the use of commercial fertilizer on the Cklahoma portion of the
II'linois R ver Watershed; right?

A That may be true. Wiat |I'mreferring to is the guidelines
in Cklahoma's Code 590 that identifies a table simlar to the
one that we |l ooked at in Exhibit 2 and limts the input of
phosphorus as a commercial fertilizer when the soil test
exceeds 65.

Q There's a recommendation in the 590 but there is no

regul atory programto enforce that for comrercial fertilizer
use; right?

A | think that's probably true, yes.

Q Now, M. Nance was very careful in asking you questions
about when things nmade agronom c sense when you were goi ng

t hrough the Arkansas rules. And every tine he asked you did it
make agronom c sense for the use of phosphorus, that was the
franme -- the way he framed all of his questions; right?

A | believe so.

Q He did not ask you if it rmade agronom c sense for any
other constituent in litter, did he, sir?

A No.
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1 Q Now, Okl ahoma State University provides recommendati ons

2 and counsel to both the Okl ahonma Departnment of Agriculture,

3 Food and Forestry and the NRCS with regard to nutrient

4 managenent. Do you agree?

5 A Yes.

6 Q And both the regul ations in Cklahoma and the NRCS Code 590

7 do not restrict poultry litter utilization to a strict 65 STP
8 t hreshol d, do they?

9 A That's true.

10 Q Now, you' ve never actually conducted any research on a

11 noder n phosphorus i ndex, have you, Dr. Johnson?

12 A On the phosphorus index as it's used in neasuring relative
13 risk for animal waste, no. And the reason | want to specify
14 that is because the nunbers in Fact Sheet 2225 for decades were
15 identified as a phosphorus index before the other concept of a
16 phosphorus i ndex cane into being.

17 Q Al right. Now, Dr. Johnson, you're not here today to

18 speak for Cklahoma State University, are you?

19 A No.

20 Q And no one with speaking authority for Cklahoma State

21 Uni versity has told you that they agree with your opinion that
22 all poultry litter should be renoved fromthe Illinois River

23 Wat er shed; right?

24 A That's right.

25 Q And of all the university and NRCS scientists who are
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1 studyi ng nutrient managenent in this region, you can't identify

a single one who has endorsed your view that 100 percent of the
poultry litter should be renoved fromthe Illinois River
Wat er shed?

A. That's true.

(2NN ¢ 2 IR N ¢S B\

Q And there's been no head of any Ckl ahoma envi ronnent al

7 regul atory agency who's expressed to you that they agree with
8 your opinion that all the poultry litter should be exported

9 fromthe Illinois R ver Watershed?

10 A That's true.

11 Q Thank you.

12 MR. MCDANI EL: That concl udes ny exam nation, Your

13 Honor. | recognize that when | first cane up we didn't nmake a
14 very good record for the Court on the nunbers of those

15 exhibits, defendants' exhibits. I'd like to identify themfor
16 you, please.

17 THE COURT: Please, if you woul d.

18 MR. MCDANI EL: The defendants' exhibits that |

19 referenced and that the State has stipulated to the adm ssion
20 are 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 13, 14, 18 and 21
21 THE COURT: Very well. Under the previous
22 stipul ati on, Defendants' Exhibits 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 13, 14, 18 and
23 21 are recogni zed as havi ng been previously admtted.
24 MR. MCDANI EL: Thank you.

25 MR. NANCE: Your Honor, if | did not indicate 87, that
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1 Q Nonet hel ess, this is a significant nunber you' ve
2 cal cul at ed?
3 A Absol utely, it is significant.
4 Q And it's gotten higher currently than it was ten years
5 ago, the usage, the floating usage of the river?
6 A | can't say for ten years ago. All | know right now that
7 | can honestly conpare would be the | ast four years because in

8 2003 there was a different counting nmethod used by the Scenic
9 Ri vers Comm ssion. So the nunbers are not really conparable,
10 and | would go back to a couple of the exhibits.

11 Q Dr. Caneday --

12 A | don't knowif it's nore or |ess.

13 Q -- If you can't answer ny question, that's fine.

14 A Yeah, | don't know that.

15 Q Now, you're not aware of any docunented evi dence that any
16 recreational floater on the Illinois R ver Watershed has ever
17 contracted an infectious disease as a direct result of

18 recreating in the river or streanf

19 A | am not aware of that.

20 Q Now, you're not suggesting to the Court by your testinony
21 or your affidavit and you're not trying to inply that there is
22 any risk of a recreational floater contracting di sease from
23 pat hogeni c bacteria in the waters?

24 A That is not ny area.

25 Q Now, you stated the primary recreational use for the river
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1 Ar kansas?

2 MR. RYAN. |'mnot sure, Your Honor.

3 MR. GEORGE: Little Rock, Your Honor

4 THE COURT: Does he not face the sane concerns?

5 MR, CGEORGE: | expect he's driving as opposed to

6 flying would be the distinction.

7 THE COURT: |Is he here in the courtroonf?

8 MR. GEORGE: He is. Your Honor.

9 THE COURT: Doctor, | take it you're driving? You
10 say, he is?
11 MR, CGEORGE: It's Randy Young, actually the executive

12 director of the Arkansas Nati onal Resources Conm SsSi on.

13 THE COURT: Yes, sir. Are you driving, sir?

14 MR. YOUNG Yes, sir.

15 THE COURT: Doctor, you are flying?

16 DR. DUPONT: Flying.

17 THE COURT: What tinme is your flight, sir?

18 DR. DUPONT: [It's not until tonorrow

19 THE COURT: Al right. Well, then let's take our

20 other witness first as set forth in the previous schedul e.

21 MR. CGEORGE: Thank you, Your Honor.

22 THE COURT: Yes, sir.

23 MR. GEORGE: Defendants call Randy Young.
24 JESSE RANDALL YOUNG

25 Called as a witness on behalf of the defendants, being first
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duly sworn, testified as follows:

THE COURT: State your full nanme for the record,
pl ease.

THE W TNESS: Jesse Randall Young.

THE COURT: Thank you. You may inquire.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR. GEORGE

Q M. Young, can you state your current place of enploynent?
A " mthe executive director of the Arkansas Nat ural

Resour ces Conmm ssi on.

Q And how | ong have you been the executive director of the
Arkansas Natural Resources Conm ssion, sir?

A Since May of 1985

Q kay. D d you work wwth the Departnent of Natural
Resources or perhaps its predecessor prior to then?

A Yes.

Q I n what capacity?

A | started in 1971 as an entry | evel engineer and becane
the deputy director and chief engineer, | think, in 1976.

Q M. Young, do you hold an engi neering degree and
certification?

A Yes.

Q What particul ar area of engi neering?

A | have a bachel or of science in agricultural engineering

and a master of science in environnmental engineering.
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1 | could give you sone specific nunbers for '06 and '07. And in
2 those two years, | believe we have -- our conservation district
3 enpl oyees have -- the nunber escapes ne nonentarily. [1'll see
4 if I can recall what it is but I think it's 1,995 were witten
5 in those two years.
6 Q M. Young, is there an inspection process by Arkansas
7 Nat ural Resources Conm ssion to determ ne conpliance wth

8 pl ans?

9 A We actual ly have an agreenent with our -- between ny

10 agency and our DEQ to provide inspection, not only of these dry
11 l[itter permt facilities but also the CAFO facilities. And our
12 conservation district technicians, in the agreenent that ny

13 agency has with them we require themto do an inspection on

14 five percent of those permtted facilities annually. M

15 enpl oyees at DNR do sone joint inspections with those

16 technicians so that we're satisfied that the inspections are

17 actual Iy being done properly.

18 Q M. Young, if an inspection discovers or reveals a

19 violation of the law, what's the process for correcting that

20 under the Arkansas regul atory progranf

21 A Qur first objective is to get conpliance with our Arkansas
22 laws. And we have instructed our conservation districts and
23 their technicians to use that as a priority, provide whatever
24 technical assistance is available to try to get conpliance.

25 And if we sinply can't get conpliance in that manner, we have,
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| think, appropriate authority to assess penalties. If we
think it's a direct violation of our state water quality
standards, the agreenent we have with DEQ we refer that matter
to themto take enforcenent action on.

Q M. Young, based upon the inspections that have been
performed and your own personal know edge as well as
conversations with your staff nenbers, are you aware of any

i ndi cation of wi despread non-conpliance in the State of
Arkansas with your regul atory progranf?

A No. We've probably had nore problemw th conpliance with
the registration part of it. | think we sent out sonething
like a hundred certified letters |last year to people who had
previously registered, but did not last year. And | think we
got 90 percent of those conplied just based on that. And we
had to resort to getting a local sheriff's deputy to actually
serve the papers on the other 10 or 11. | think we ended up
issuing -- entering into consent agreenents with ten of those
and they were assessed a first tier penalty.

Q What you are describing, as | understand it, is

regi stration issues; correct?

A Yes.

Q What about with respect to | and application practices?
Are you aware of any evidence of w despread violation of the
Arkansas |l aws regarding litter application rates under the

regul atory progranf
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1 A No, our experience has been we' ve received several phone
calls, primarily with concern about dust and odor issues. And
when we made the callers aware that under the |aw and our
regul ations, they have to identify thenselves and file a

notarized conplaint, that has a chilling effect on the average

(2NN ¢ 2 IR N ¢S B\

citizen, | guess, because nost of those who called in with that
7 type of conplaint didn't follow up. So the conplaint didn't

8 rise to neet the standard for us to investigate it.

9 Q M. --

10 A W' ve since --

11 Q "' msorry?

12 A We didn't log those calls. W've since started | ogging

13 those. But we did have, | think, four conplaints from
14 i ndi vidual s who identified thenselves and submtted a notarized
15 letter that we followed up on. Two of those were conpl aints of

16 overapplication of chicken litter. And one of them was

17 application without a plan. And the fourth one was a suspected
18 water quality violation

19 Q M. Young, in each of those four instances, did the agency
20 take action to investigate the conplaint and, if appropriate,
21 to pursue renedi es?

22 A Yes. They were all investigated by the conservation

23 district technicians as well as by ny staff. Three of the four
24 were issued warning letters, which is what's called for under

25 our regulations for a first violation. Plus we scheduled a
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1 THE COURT: Al right. Exhibits 354, 55, 56, 57, 58,
60 and 363, any objection?

MR. CGEORGE: No objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Those exhibits are adm tted.

RANDALL VARI GHT ROBI NSON

(2NN ¢ 2 IR N ¢S B\

Called as a witness on behalf of the defendants, being first

7 duly sworn, testified as foll ows:

8 THE COURT: State your full name for the record,

9 pl ease.
10 MR. RYAN. M. Robinson, the Judge is talking to you.
11 THE COURT: |I'msorry. State your full nane for the

12 record, please.

13 THE WTNESS: Randall Wi ght Robinson.
14 THE COURT: Thank you.

15 MR. RYAN. Thank you, Your Honor.

16 THE COURT: M. Ryan.

17 DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

18 BY MR. RYAN:

19 Q M . Robi nson, where do you live?

20 A Fayetteville, Arkansas.

21 Q About how far out of Fayetteville do you live?
22 A About 15 m |l e.

23 Q How cl ose are you to the Ckl ahoma |ine?

24 A Probably five or six mles.

25 Q Are you a famly man?
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A
Q

operation and your ranching operation, do they go together?

A
Q
A
Q
A

nore cattle.

Q Al right. |If the cost of poultry operations increases
for sonme reason, how does that inpact you?

A You nean the cost of ny producing poultry?

Q Yes.

A Well, | just make | ess noney.

Q Now, do you have a contract with Tyson?

A Yes.

Q How | ong have you been a contract grower for Tyson?

A Ten or el even years.

Q There was sone testinony fromthe prior wtness about a
standard formcontract. Wre you able to hear that from where
you were”?

A Yes.

Q In your own terns, is your contract you signed with Tyson

a standard form contract?

A

150 to 180.

| s your operation, your chicken operation and your farm ng

Yeah.

And if so, how do they work together?

Well, we use the chicken litter for fertilizer.
Go ahead. Then that fertilizes what?

Fertilizes the pasture and the hay ground and we can run

Just a standard contract.
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1 A | do disagree with their conclusions --
M5. WARD: Thank you.

A For the reasons | outlined in ny declaration.
M5. WARD: Thank you.

THE COURT: Let's take a recess.

(2NN ¢ 2 IR N ¢S B\

MR. MCDAN EL: Your Honor, there will be no redirect.
7 THE COURT: Very well, you may be excused at this

8 point, sir. Thank you very nuch.

9 THE W TNESS: Thank you

10 (Recess.)

11 THE COURT: Be seated please. M. Elrod.

12 MR. ELRCD: Your Honor, we call M. John Littlefield

13 by deposition. H's testinony will be 18.36.599 seconds in

14 length. And M. Littlefield is in the courtroomtoday and |
15 understand he will be quote, cross-exam ned, end quote, |ive.
16 MR. BULLOCK: A brief cross-examnation |live, Your
17 Honor .

18 THE COURT: Very well, 18 point sonme seconds; right?
19 MR. BULLOCK: | think we can beat that record.

20 MR. ELRCD: It's 18.36.599 m nutes.

21 THE COURT: You nmay proceed.

22 MR. BULLOCK: | want to get ny five m nutes back.

23 (Excepts of the videotaped deposition of John

24 Littlefield were played as follows:)

25 DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
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Q "M. Littlefield, nmy nane is John Elrod and | represent

Si mmons Foods in this matter, and 1'mgoing to have a few
questions for you. W've not net before today, have we, sir?
A "No, sir.

Q "And would you tell ne what your nane and address is for
t he record?

A "John L. Littlefield, 38327 South 4370 Road, Adair

&l ahoma 74330. "

A "I was only there about a year when this job cane open in
1998 and | started with the Okl ahona Departnment of Agriculture

on a contract."

* * * * *

Q "For what counties are you responsi bl e?
A "Counti es?

Q "Yes, sir.

A

"Mayes County, Rogers County, Craig County, Otawa County,
and Del aware County, nost of Delaware. There is a strip on the
north side of -- or the south side of 412 that | don't have in
Del aware County."

ok ok x %
Q “In terns of coverage for the entire Illinois R ver
Wat er shed on the Okl ahoma side, that would be you and David
Berry?

A. "That's correct."
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* * * * *

Q "What are your job duties?
A "Wll, I"'ma poultry inspector for those counties. |

don't know if | said Mayes County or not in that awhile ago."

ok ok x %
Q "How many growers are in the counties you work?
A “I -- 1 think | have about 210. 205, 210
Q "Of that nunber, how many have in place phosphorus based
ani ml waste plans?"

ok x x %
A "To the best of ny recollection, they all do. They either

have a plan or they have a letter fromthe NRCS office stating
that they will work themup a plan. So they do have sonething

current in their file."

* * * * *

Q "Do you get to know these people pretty well?

A "Yes, sir, | do.

Q "And for the nost part are they cooperative with you?

A "Yes, sir, they are.

Q "Court eous?

A "Yes, sir.

Q "Have you had any problens with any hostility at any tine
ever?

A "Starting out, you know, it was a change and farners are

pretty conservative and i ndependent people.
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1 in Gkl ahoma chose to -- chose that there were woul d be no new
2 house construction in Cklahoma it could do so?
3 A "I don't know.
4 Q "Has that issue ever been discussed between you and your
5 el ders at CDAFF?
6 A "No, sir.
7 Q "There's never been any di scussion that you've been
8 involved in to the effect that maybe we ought to just stop
9 issuing licenses for construction of new houses?
10 A "No, sir, | don't renenber hearing that."
11 % %k *
12 Q "Are you aware of any growers in your area of the state

13 who are discharging poultry wastes to the waters of the state

14 of Ckl ahoma?

15 A "I'"'mnot aware of any."
16 * * * * *
17 Q "So as far as the Cklahoma's laws that relate to

18 managenent of poultry litter, you re the man on the ground
19 that's enforcing those laws out in the watersheds; is that a

20 correct statenent?

21 A "I -- | think so."
22 * * * * *
23 Q "So | assune that you would agree that an ani mal waste

24 managenent plan is designed to protect the natural resources of

25 the state of Cklahoma; do you agree with that?






